9/7/71 


PH, reur 9/l on POI natters, oc GRS, JUS: 

Renot bugging DJ, if you have gotten and have read the draft of the coomitte's 
unadopted report that £L was to have provided, you will have noted that undue delay is in 
itself actionable wider a different law, I think, without checking ,0 USC 555. So, I'm 
giving them plenty of time on everything, too. 


If you have not realized it, you will have to limit yourself in what you file for in 
court. I s g ..est one basis is to stay away from ehat anyone else is working on, whether or 
not he will file. You have too much already. I suggest also that if there is to be a oasis 
of establishing priorities, best-lioking case first. 

I have not added enutron a to spectro for a number of reasons. ^ have included in 
tha t diaper new part PM. One is it nay not b. necessary, another is that it can't be added 
to the suit now but can be used in arguments. Another is the flapping CTIA jaws and files 
open to the most irresponsible, beginning with owner. 

If they have not given you iicDpage, suggest going for that first if only because 
you can show that it is not properly withheld and because it does not fit any exemptions 
and because of the attention it can attract, including to frivolity of invocation exemptions. 
Here also they have waived under American Mail and can' t claim exemption unless they can 
show absolutely no relevance between what they withhold and what they didn't. 

I would not want you to take my opinion on C38J4 PEI H*i file, but it is that they 
have waived under American Mail, if only by offering and thus referring to before WC. 

It may or nay not be a good one with which to ests investigatory exemption as t ey misuse. 

Or whether they ha., a legit alw-enf or cement purpose, as they could have, whether or not 
weagree, under internal security law. IP LHO was agent. 

Hardly look at papers, never at comics. Dick Tracy to the rescue! But all tnat one 
says is that they should not have stopped with paraffin and tisat WC didn't chide. But 
should ypu decide to request, as I recomend against at this juncture, you can't be your 
own expert witness and the reason for asking is irrelevant under the law. u 0 ne is needed. 

Gujr J ohnson: I can't say whether or not it is all, byt he did tell no this did deal 
with homosexualoty , and you can't argue that because they did not exempt in some cases, th ey 
should not in all. Maybe Odum 1 is better, but 1 think the specificity of the reason for 
editing, which may be phoney, would get them off hook before almost any judge. But on the 
HUAC crap, why not ask a Congressman they are likely to refuse, like Heliums, to get it and 
if he sees no compelling contrary reason, letting you see? Or let ring me read to see if you 
(we) would want copy. I see no reason not to tell D you suspect ESB was official Sink and 
his more recent hist.ry. After A, as you suggest. 

I do t ink that before you file anything you should road the decisions I hope JL has 
provided. There is no exemption (v/ellford, meaning Wader) in purely scientific tests, uiiv 
we are in better shape on that in spectro, which was used in testimony and paraphrased 
in exhibits and by Curry, etc. 

With tills, if I havcn(t already done it, I'll establish a Hoch-POI file. We can 
then keep these things on separate sheets where they are worth filing. 


Best, HW 



